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bishop, whether on crusade or in his native Poitou, thrust into the
background and awaiting the day of retribution. It is important to
note that till Henry's full majority in 1227, when the Charter Roll
begins, the king and his ministers could make no grant in perpetuity,
In 1218, when the first Great Seal of Henry's reign began to run, this
limitation was expressly stated: and the partial coming of age in 1223
which gave Henry the free disposal of his castles and wardships, did not
remove the disability. The latter point suggests that the first or partial
majority was declared for political objects, in order to recover royal
rights and lands in the hands of those from whom it would nonnally
have been difficult to extract them. Herein lies a detail of some signi-
ficance when the rebellious movements of the Minority and the influence
of Hubert de Burgh are considered; for the passing of the Justiciarship
marks the end of the first period of the reign,

A country long disturbed is not easily brought back to peaceful ways.
The government was forced to rely during 1216-17 upon John's sheriffs
and castellans who remained for the most part undisturbed in their
bailiwicks.  Whether they were left there out of policy or whether the
ministers recognised any claim, tacit or expressed, on their part to con-
tinuity of office appeal's doubtful; the former seems the more likely
alternative.  But the return to the status quo prescribed in the Treaty of
Kingston meant that many private strongholds had to change hands, and
not a few loyalists were thus deprived of expected rewards.  Moreover a
castle was the administrative centre of a district, whether county or barony,
where continuity of command and defensive organisation were often essen-
tial to the maintenance of peace. The government that ordered its resump-
tion did not always appreciate this necessity, and there were other causes of
a personal or a fiscal nature, such as the status of the new keeper or castellan,
or the necessity of an account (in the case of a royul castle) between the
present holder and the king, that made the transaction a difficult one.
Much of the discontent, many of the acts of recalci trancy, which culminated
in the movements of 1223-4, arose from the orders of surrender. While
selfish motives played their part, it is worth observing that the opposition
thus engendered came from men who had done King John good service
and held no specially anarchical theory of government1.   The Count of
Aumale, Hugh de Balliol, Brian de Lisle, Robert of Vieuxpont cannot be
dismissed in Wendover's phrase as men "who found it sweet to live on
rapine." The sympathies of Ranulf of Chester in the rebellion of Faukes
de Breaute were not alienated without some potent cause.  Early out-
breaks were not serious.  Hugh de Balliol's detention of the Mesnill
castle of Whorlton and the Northumberland strongholds of Mitford,
Robert de Gouy's refusal to hand over Newark and Sleaford to Bishop
Hugh of Lincoln, or the Count of Aumde's obstinacy when bidden to
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